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PREFACE 

_________________ 

 This volume of the Reports of the Public Service Commission of 
the State of Missouri contains selected Reports and Orders issued by this 
Commission during the period beginning January 1, 2021 through 
December 31, 2021.  It is published pursuant to the provisions of Section 
386.170, et seq., Revised Statutes of Missouri, 2016, as amended. 

 The syllabi or headnotes appended to the Reports and Orders are 
not a part of the findings and conclusions of the Commission, but are 
prepared for the purpose of facilitating reference to the opinions.  In 
preparing the various syllabi for a particular case an effort has been made 
to include therein every point taken by the Commission essential to the 
decision. 

 The Digest of Reports found at the end of this volume has been 
prepared to assist in the finding of cases.  Each of the syllabi found at the 
beginning of the cases has been catalogued under specific topics which 
in turn have been classified under more general topics.  Case citations, 
including page numbers, follow each syllabi contained in the Digest. 
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STATE OF MISSOURI  

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION  
  

In the Matter of Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a )  

Spire (East) Purchased Gas Adjustment   )  File No. GR-2021-0127 

(PGA) Tariff Filing     ) 

         

In the Matter of Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a )  

Spire (West) Purchased Gas Adjustment   )  File No. GR-2021-0128 

(PGA) Tariff Filing     ) 

  

 

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO ESTABLISH  

A PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

 

 

EVIDENCE, PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE  
§29.    Discovery  
Spire Missouri, Inc. proposed that the Commission instruct parties other than Staff to 

defer submitting data requests until after Staff completed its Actual Cost Adjustment 

audit. The Commission did not restrict discovery citing Missouri Rule of Civil Procedure 

56.01 – “All parties have discovery rights in a case that are only restricted by relevance 

and privilege.” 

 

GAS 
§17.1.    Purchased Gas Adjustment (PGA)  
The Commission denied a motion to establish a procedural schedule filed by the 

Environmental Defense Fund, Midwest Energy Consumers Group, Consumers Council 

of Missouri, and the Office of the Public Counsel. That motion questioned the prudence 

of Spire East’s affiliate transactions with Spire STL Pipeline. 

 

§17.1.    Purchased Gas Adjustment (PGA)  
The Commission determined that, because of the large number of factors that Staff 

needed to investigate prior to filing a report and recommendation, and because all parties 

and the Commission would benefit from having a Staff report and recommendation, the 

Commission would not establish a procedural schedule until after the submission of 

Staff’s report and recommendation. 

31 MO. P.S.C. 3d
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ORDER DENYING MOTION TO ESTABLISH 
A PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

 
Issue Date: January 6, 2021 Effective Date: January 6, 2021 
 

Spire Missouri Inc. d/b/a Spire filed tariff sheets on October 30, 2020, to reflect 

changes in its Purchased Gas Adjustment (PGA) clause and Actual Cost Adjustment 

(ACA) for its Spire Missouri East Operating Unit, and Spire Missouri West Operating Unit. 

The Environmental Defense Fund, Midwest Energy Consumers Group, Consumers 

Council of Missouri (collectively “Intervenors”) and the Office of the Public Counsel (OPC) 

subsequently filed comments about Spire’s filing and a motion to establish a procedural 

schedule. The Intervenors and OPC’s comments expressed concern with the prudency 

of Spire East’s affiliate transactions with Spire STL Pipeline. Their motion requested that 

the Commission only allow the tariffs go into effect subject to refund and that the 

Commission establish a procedural schedule consistent with a contested proceeding. On 

November 12, 2020, the Commission approved Spire’s PGA tariffs to become effective 

on November 16, 2020, subject to refund, and ordered the Commission’s Staff (Staff) to 

31 MO. P.S.C. 3d
Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a Spire (East) & 
Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a Spire (West) 002 



2 
 

file its report and recommendation about Spire’s ACA on December 15, 2021.1 The 

Commission also ordered Staff and Spire to respond to the Intervenors and OPC’s filings, 

and recommend how best to address the prudence of the Spire STL Pipeline transaction 

within this ACA file. 

As ordered, Staff and Spire filed responses to the Intervenors and OPC’s motion 

requesting a procedural schedule and the Commission’s question about how to address 

the Spire STL Pipeline transaction. The Intervenors and OPC filed replies to those 

responses. The relevant positions of Staff, Spire, the Intervenors and OPC are 

summarized below. 

Staff explained that it has not begun conducting necessary discovery for its report 

and recommendation regarding Spire’s gas purchasing decisions made during  

2019-2020, and will be issuing its standard package of 110 data requests each to Spire 

East and West in January 2021. Staff states that the volume and complexity of the supply 

decisions made by Spire during the ACA period require it to have sufficient time to conduct 

thorough discovery, process its reports, and develop its recommendations. Staff says that 

its Procurement Analysis Department performs a year-long examination for all gas 

distribution companies regulated by the Commission, and this encompasses the 

Procurement Analysis Department’s main workload and assignment. Since Staff’s ACA 

report and recommendation are not typically due for a year, and because the review it 

does is extensive, Staff believes it is premature for the Commission to order a procedural 

schedule. Staff states there will be sufficient time to raise issues after Staff completes its 

report and recommendation. 

                                            
1 The Commission typically orders Staff to file an ACA recommendation approximately one year after the 
order approving the PGA tariff. 
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Spire’s response states that it understands the Intervenors want to obtain 

additional information concerning the PGA costs associated with Spire STL Pipeline, but 

it agrees with Staff and believes that establishing a procedural schedule now is premature 

and inconsistent with Commission practice in these cases. Spire believes that waiting 

until Staff’s report is complete will provide the Commission and parties with a better idea 

of any areas of concern requiring additional inquiry and a procedural schedule. 

The Intervenors and OPC assert that areas of concern are known and contested 

issues have already been raised. They state that allowing them discovery rights at this 

time might enhance Staff’s review with additional resources and perspectives conducting 

analyses. They assert that denying them access to discovery for a year and conducting 

analysis “behind closed doors” discriminates against them and favors Spire. They also 

state that if the final order results in a decrease, lengthening the process will deprive 

ratepayers of a refund at a challenging time for many customers. The Intervenors and 

OPC again request that the Commission establish procedures consistent with a contested 

proceeding. 

The Commission determined in Spire’s most recent rate case that a future ACA 

proceeding was the appropriate proceeding to address the Spire STL Pipeline 

transaction.2 Staff’s ACA memorandum in File No. GR-2019-0119 notes that the affiliated 

pipeline and transactions between Spire East and Spire STL Pipeline would be examined 

as part of the 2019-2020 ACA period review. Therefore, this ACA review is the appropriate 

proceeding to address Spire East’s affiliate transaction with Spire STL Pipeline. However, 

                                            
2 File No. GR-2017-0215, Amended Report and Order, issued March 7, 2018 at page 57 states “If Spire 
STL Pipeline’s pipeline is approved by the FERC, and if Spire Missouri enters into a transportation 
agreement with that affiliated pipeline, the Commission would review the prudence of that decision in a 
future ACA review case.” 
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the prudence of the Spire STL Pipeline transaction is not the only issue before the 

Commission. This is an ACA proceeding. As Staff stated in its response, “many factors 

go into that calculation, including over/under recovery, hedging, gas costs, pipeline costs, 

storage costs, and demand charges.” All of those factors make up the ACA filing, and 

ultimately all of those result in a single amount for Commission approval. The amounts 

approved in Spire’s PGA by the Commission are subject to refund, any rush to arrive at 

potential refunds is outweighed by the need to determine the correct ACA amount, so that 

rates are just and reasonable. 

The Commission agrees with Staff and Spire that it is too early in this proceeding 

to establish a procedural schedule. Staff’s discovery process has yet to commence, and 

the Commission typically allows a year for Staff to complete its report and 

recommendation. This is not an arbitrary timetable, but one based upon Staff’s 

experience with how long it takes to conduct this sort of extensive investigation and 

analysis. Staff’s report aids the Commission in making a determination as to the correct 

ACA amount, but it also aids the parties who use Staff’s report and recommendation to 

support or contrast their positions. 

The Commission’s discovery rule, 20 CSR 4240-2.090, sets out how data requests 

are used to obtain information. Staff will be issuing 110 data requests each to Spire East 

and West. Given the numerous data requests being issued, and the extensive and time-

consuming analysis conducted by Staff, the Commission finds that the approximate one-

year time period to process all of Spire’s gas supply decisions made during the  

2019-2020 ACA period prior to setting a procedural schedule in this case is necessary. 

Additionally, Section 536.062(3) RSMo, provides: “Reasonable opportunity shall 

be given for the preparation and presentation of evidence bearing on any issue raised or 
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decided or relief sought or granted.” The one-year time frame in which Staff conducts its 

investigation is a reasonable amount of preparation, and would be even if this case was 

uncontested. 

Therefore, the Commission will wait to establish a procedural schedule until after 

the parties have had an opportunity to examine Staff’s report and recommendation. 

Spire suggests that Staff be allowed to lead the discovery process. Spire says it 

requires substantial time and effort on its behalf to respond to Staff’s data requests and 

additional numerous duplicative data requests will only distract it from providing timely 

and responsive information to the more relevant data requests submitted by Staff. Spire 

states that the Commission could avoid this by instructing other parties to defer submitting 

data requests until after Staff completes its audit. Spire states that it would be willing to 

discuss a negotiated discovery process with the Intervenors that would provide Staff the 

opportunity to lead the discovery process initially, with additional data requests from 

Intervenors stayed until such time as Staff’s initial discovery is complete. Spire cites no 

authority for its proposition, and has not requested a protective order to limit discovery. 

All parties have discovery rights in a case that are only restricted by relevance and 

privilege.3 If Spire wishes to negotiate with the parties as to an agreed upon discovery 

process to avoid duplicative data requests, it is free to do so, but since the Commission 

is not establishing a procedural schedule at this time, it will also not restrict the discovery 

process. 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:  

1. The motion to establish a procedural schedule filed by the Intervenors and 

OPC is denied. 

                                            
3 Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 56.01. 
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2. This order shall become effective when issued. 

       
       BY THE COMMISSION  
   
 
 

Morris L. Woodruff  
         Secretary  

  
 
Silvey, Chm., Kenney, Rupp, Coleman, and 
Holsman CC., concur. 
 
Clark, Senior Regulatory Law Judge 

31 MO. P.S.C. 3d
Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a Spire (East) & 
Spire Missouri, Inc. d/b/a Spire (West) 007 



STATE OF MISSOURI  
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION  

  
In the Matter of a Motion for an  )  
Emergency Order Establishing a   )    
Temporary Moratorium on Utility    )  File No. AO -2021-0164 
Discontinuances to Protect Public Health   )  
and Safety by Mitigating the Spread of the   ) 
COVID-19 Pandemic.  )     
 
 

ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR EMERGENCY RULE 
 

SERVICE 
§4.    Abandonment, discontinuance and refusal of service  
The Commission found that the programs put in place by the utilities to avoid 
disconnections during the pandemic should be allowed an opportunity to work and have 
been working. 
 
§4.    Abandonment, discontinuance and refusal of service  
The Commission found that an emergency rule placing a moratorium on disconnections 
could have the unintended consequence of causing financial distress on some 
municipalities. 
 
§4.    Abandonment, discontinuance and refusal of service  
The Commission found that a blanket moratorium for all regulated water utilities, no 
matter their size, may be too broad. 
 
§4.    Abandonment, discontinuance and refusal of service  
The Commission found that the rulemaking requested by Consumers Council did not 
meet the criteria for the issuance of an emergency rule. The Commission found that an 
emergency rule imposing a temporary moratorium on residential disconnections for 
regulated electric, gas, and water service in the state of Missouri was not necessary to 
protect the public from an immediate danger and such emergency action not been 
calculated to assure fairness to all interested parties or that the scope of the requested 
action is appropriately limited so that it does not cause additional harm. Therefore, the 
Commission denied the request to promulgate an emergency rule. 
 
§31.    Rules and regulations  
The Commission found that the rulemaking requested by Consumers Council did not 
meet the criteria for the issuance of an emergency rule. The Commission found that an 
emergency rule imposing a temporary moratorium on residential disconnections for 
regulated electric, gas, and water service in the state of Missouri was not necessary to 
protect the public from an immediate danger and such emergency action not been 
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calculated to assure fairness to all interested parties or that the scope of the requested 
action is appropriately limited so that it does not cause additional harm. Therefore, the 
Commission denied the request to promulgate an emergency rule. 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

 
At a session of the Public Service 

Commission held by telephone 
and internet audio conference on 
the 13th day of January, 2021. 

 
In the Matter of a Motion for an 
Emergency Order Establishing a 
Temporary Moratorium on Utility 
Discontinuances to Protect Public Health 
and Safety by Mitigating the Spread of the 
COVID-19 Pandemic. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

 
 
File No. AO -2021-0164 

ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR EMERGENCY RULE 
 
Issue Date: January 13, 2021 Effective Date: January 23, 2021 

On December 16, 2020, the Commission issued its Order Denying Motion, which 

denied a motion filed by Consumer Council of Missouri (Consumers Council) that asked 

the Commission to issue an emergency order placing a moratorium on involuntary 

residential disconnections by water, electric, and gas corporations and a waiver of late 

fees through at least March 31, 2021. Consumers Council filed an Application for 

Rehearing and/or Reconsideration on December 26, 2020.  On January 4, 2021, a group 

of utilities1 filed a response in opposition to Consumers Council’s request for rehearing. 

In addition to asking for rehearing of the order denying its motion, Consumers 

Council’s application requests the Commission issue an emergency rule that would 

temporarily prevent electric, natural gas, and water disconnections through  

                                                 
1 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri, Evergy Missouri Metro, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri Metro, 
Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri West, Spire Missouri, Inc., Missouri-American Water 
Company, and Liberty Utilities (The Empire District Electric Company, The Empire District Gas Company, 
Liberty Utilities (Missouri Water) LLC, and Liberty Utilities (Midstates Natural Gas) Corp.). 

31 MO. P.S.C. 3d Discontinuances 010



2 
 

March 31, 2021, because of the COVID-19 pandemic. Under Section 536.025.1, RSMo, 

an emergency rule may be made only if the Commission: 

(1)  Finds that an immediate danger to the public health, safety or 
welfare requires emergency action or the rule is necessary to preserve a 
compelling governmental interest that requires an early effective date as 
permitted pursuant to this section; 
  (2)  Follows procedures best calculated to assure fairness to all 
interested persons and parties under the circumstances; 
  (3)  Follows procedures which comply with the protections extended by 
the Missouri and United States Constitutions; and 
  (4)  Limits the scope of such rule to the circumstances creating an 
emergency and requiring emergency action. 
 
The Commission finds that the rulemaking requested by Consumer Council does 

not meet the criteria for the issuance of an emergency rule. At the beginning of the 

pandemic in this state, the large Commission-regulated utilities2 each voluntarily placed 

a moratorium on residential disconnections. This action allowed the utilities time to take 

the necessary legal and organizational steps to revise their payment plans, collections 

processes, customer financial assistance programs, and other operations to better serve 

their customers during the pandemic. These utilities reported to the Commission that most 

of their repayment and financial assistance programs were still available and were 

funded. Additionally, stopping the regular disconnection processes may unintentionally 

harm customers by making them ineligible to receive financial assistance from the Low 

Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) because no disconnection was 

imminent. The utilities stated that customers often did not seek help with payment plans 

and financial assistance until prompted to do so by receiving a disconnection notice. 

                                                 
2 Union Electric Company, d/b/a Ameren Missouri; Spire Missouri, Inc.; Evergy Metro, Inc. d/b/a Evergy 
Missouri Metro and Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri West (collectively referred to as 
“Evergy”); Summit Natural Gas of Missouri; The Empire District Electric Company, The Empire District Gas 
Company, Liberty Utilities (Missouri Water) LLC, and Liberty Utilities (Midstates Natural Gas) Corp. 
(collectively referred to as “Liberty”); Missouri-American Water Company (MAWC). 
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Further, placing a moratorium on disconnections may leave customers with 

insurmountable arrearages when the moratorium expires.  

The Commission finds that the programs put in place by the utilities to avoid 

disconnections during the pandemic should be allowed an opportunity to work and have 

been working.  The CSWR-Affiliated Utilities3 reported that it had very few customers 

requesting extended payment plans at the end of its voluntary moratorium and had not 

involuntarily disconnected any customers during the pandemic. Ameren Missouri 

reported that its current programs are working as the number of disconnections in  

August 2020 were lower than in August 2019.  Evergy also reported that its programs are 

working as evidenced by the fact that the number of customers on pay arrangements at 

the end of November 2020 was greatly increased compared to the same period in 2019 

but the average amount of arrears remains similar to pre-pandemic numbers. MAWC 

reported that since it resumed disconnections in September 2020, monthly 

disconnections have decreased compared to the pre-pandemic number.  

Additionally, the Commission’s Cold Weather Rule4 is in effect from November 1 

to March 31 for electric and gas service. This will also decrease the amount of 

disconnections and increase the length of payment plans, alleviating some of the 

disconnection fears.  Finally, several of the large utilities noted that they had additional 

voluntary moratoriums on disconnections for nonpayment and the waiver of late fees 

through the end of December 2020 and some into March 2021. 

                                                 
3 Confluence Rivers Utility Operating Company, Inc.; Elm Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc.; Hillcrest 
Utility Operating Company, Inc.; Indian Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc.; Raccoon Creek Utility 
Operating Company, Inc.; and Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. (collectively referred to as the 
“CSWR-Affiliated Utilities”). 
4 20 CSR 4240-13.055(6). 
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The Commission also finds that an emergency rule placing a moratorium on 

disconnections could have the unintended consequence of causing financial distress on 

some municipalities, such as City of St. Joseph and the City of Jefferson, because they 

rely on established contracts with regulated water utilities to disconnect water customers 

for non-payment of sewer services provided by the non-regulated utility. The 

municipalities stated that the voluntary moratoriums of the utilities at the beginning of the 

pandemic put an unintended financial strain on their public works systems and their ability 

to service municipal bonds. 

Further, a blanket moratorium for all regulated water utilities no matter their size, 

may be too broad. The Commission Staff indicated that such a moratorium should not be 

applied to the small systems and the CSWR-affiliated utilities provided information that 

no such moratorium was necessary for its systems.   

Based on Consumers Council’s motion and its application for rehearing and the 

responses of Staff, the utilities, and other entities in support of and in opposition to the 

motion, the Commission finds that an emergency rule imposing a temporary moratorium 

on residential disconnections for regulated electric, gas, and water service in the state of 

Missouri is not necessary to protect the public from an immediate danger. Further, the 

Commission finds that such emergency action has not been calculated to assure fairness 

to all interested parties or that the scope of the requested action is appropriately limited 

so that it does not cause additional harm.  Therefore, the Commission finds that the criteria 

for promulgating an emergency rule has not been met and that request is denied. 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:  

1. The request for an emergency rule is denied. 
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2. This order is effective January 23, 2021. 

      BY THE COMMISSION 
   
 
 
      Morris L. Woodruff     
      Secretary 
 
Silvey, Chm., Kenney, Rupp, Coleman, and 
Holsman CC., concur. 
 
Dippell, Senior Regulatory Law Judge  
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STATE OF MISSOURI  
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION  

  
In the Matter of the Application of Evergy  )  
Metro, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri Metro   )    
and Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a    )  File No. EU -2022-0350 
Evergy Missouri West for an Accounting   )  
Authority Order Allowing the Companies to   ) 
Record and Preserve Costs Related to  ) 
COVID-19 Expenses  )     
 
 
 

REPORT AND ORDER 
 

 

ACCOUNTING 
§4.    Jurisdiction and powers of the State Commission  
§8.    Uniform accounts and rules  
As provided by Section 393.140, RSMo, the Commission has authority, in its discretion, 
to prescribe the methods used by electrical corporations to keep accounts, records and 
books. 
 
§42.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found that costs and savings directly associated with the pandemic were 
eligible for deferral under an accounting authority order so that those costs and savings 
could be considered in a future rate case. 
 
§42.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found that the limited exceptions to ordinary accounting practices 
provided by its order were reasonable given the uncertainty caused by the COVID-19 
�S�D�Q�G�H�P�L�F���� �7�K�H�U�H�I�R�U�H���� �W�K�H�� �&�R�P�P�L�V�V�L�R�Q�� �J�U�D�Q�W�H�G���� �L�Q�� �S�D�U�W���� �(�Y�H�U�J�\�¶�V�� �D�S�S�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�� �I�R�U�� �D�Q��
accounting authority order. 
 
§42.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found it should not extend the scope of the accounting authority order 
proceeding to require particular measures as a condition of deferral accounting. 
 
§42.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found that reporting associated with an accounting authority order 
should be related to the matters addressed by the accounting order. 
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ELECTRIC 
§27.    Accounting  
In addition to its authority to prescribe uniform accounting methods, the Commission is 
authorized by Section 393.140(4) to order the forms of accounts, records and 
memoranda to be kept by electrical corporations, and is authorized by Section 393.140(8) 
to require electrical corporations to answer Commission inquiries and file specific reports. 
 
§43.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found that costs and savings directly associated with the pandemic were 
eligible for deferral under an accounting authority order so that those costs and savings 
could be considered in a future rate case. 
 
§43.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found that the limited exceptions to ordinary accounting practices 
provided by its order were reasonable given the uncertainty caused by the COVID-19 
�S�D�Q�G�H�P�L�F���� �7�K�H�U�H�I�R�U�H���� �W�K�H�� �&�R�P�P�L�V�V�L�R�Q�� �J�U�D�Q�W�H�G���� �L�Q�� �S�D�U�W���� �(�Y�H�U�J�\�¶�V�� �D�S�S�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�� �I�R�U�� �D�Q��
accounting authority order. 
 
§43.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission is not bound by stare decisis and determines each accounting authority 
order application on its distinct facts. 
 
§43.    Accounting Authority o rders  
The Commission found it should not extend the scope of the accounting authority order 
proceeding to require particular measures as a condition of deferral accounting. 
 
EVIDENCE, PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE  
§30.    Settlement procedures  
Where an agreement was reached only by some of the parties and timely objection to 
approval of the agreement were made, the Commission must make its own findings on 
each issue necessary to address the application. 
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APPEARANCES  
 
For Evergy Metro, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri Metro and Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a 
Evergy Missouri West: 
 
Robert J. Hack and Roger W. Steiner , Evergy, Inc., 1200 Main Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64105. 
 
Karl Zobrist , Dentons US LLP, 4520 Main Street, Suite 1100, Kansas City, Missouri 
64111. 
 
James M. Fischer , Fischer & Dority, P.C. 101 Madison Street, Suite 400, Jefferson City, 
Missouri 65101. 
 
For the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission: 
 
Jamie S. Myers , 200 Madison Street, Suite 800, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102. 
 
For the Office of the Public Counsel: 
 
Caleb Hall , Office of the Public Counsel, 200 Madison Street, Suite 650, Jefferson City, 
Missouri 65102. 
 
For Midwest Energy Consumers’ Group: 
 
David L. Woodsmall , 308 E. High Street, Suite 204, Jefferson City, Missouri 65101. 
 
For Renew Missouri Advocates d/b/a Renew Missouri: 
 
Tim Opitz , 409 Vandiver Drive, Building 5, Suite 205, Columbia, Missouri 65202. 
 
For Sierra Club: 
 
Henry B. Robertson, Bruce A. Morrison and Sarah W. Rubenstein , Great Rivers 
Environmental Law Center, 319 N. Fourth Street, Suite 800, St. Louis, Missouri 63102. 
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Kristin A. Henry and Sunil Bector , Sierra Club, 2101 Webster Street, Suite 1300, 
Oakland, California 94612. 
 
For Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri: 
 
Wendy K. Tatro , Ameren Missouri, 1901 Chouteau Avenue, MC-1310, St. Louis, 
Missouri 63103. 
 
James B. Lowery , JBL Law LLC, 3406 Whitney Court, Columbia, MO 65203. 
 
For Spire Missouri, Inc.: 
 
Goldie T. Bockstruck , Spire Missouri Inc., 700 Market Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63101. 
 
Michael C. Pendergast , 423 Main Street, St. Charles, Missouri 63301. 
 
For Missouri-American Water Company: 
 
Timothy W. Luft , Missouri-American Water Co., 727 Craig Road, St. Louis, Missouri 
63141. 
 
Dean L. Cooper , Brydon, Swearengen & England P.C., 312 E. Capitol Avenue, Jefferson 
City, Missouri 65102. 
 
For Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers: 
 
Diana M. Plescia , Curtis, Heinz, Garrett & O’Keefe, P.C., 130 S. Bemiston, Suite 200, 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105. 
 
For National Housing Trust: 
 
Andrew J. Linhares , Renew Missouri, 3115 Grand Ave., Suite 600, St. Louis, Missouri 
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